attention  in order  to preclude the existence of hazardous
conditions,   and  that  the respondent  needs  to give more atten-
tion  to those  conditions on a daily basis,

Good Faith Compliance

Although  the inspector extended the time for abatement
in  this  case because the respondent needed additional time to
support the roof at  several of the cited locations,   abatement
was  ultimately achieved in a timely manner.     Accordingly,   I
conclude  and  find that  the respondent  abated the cited condi-
tions  in good  faith.

Negligence

Inspector  Morrison conceded that  the respondent was
aware  of  its  roof control problems and was attempting  to
solve them by utilizing different roof  control measures.     I
have considered  this   fact  in mitigation  of  the respondent's
negligence  in this  case.    However,  the  fact remains  that with
respect  to  the  specific conditions cited by Mr.  Morrison,
Mr.  Morrison was of  the view that they  should have  been
detected during the preshift or onshift examinations,   and
that  they appeared  to have  been present  for  at  least  2  days.
Considering  the mitigating  circumstances,   he believed that
the  negligence was moderate.     I  agree  with  the  inspector's
assessment and find that the cited conditions resulted  from
the respondent's failure to take reasonable care,   and that
this  constitutes ordinary negligence.

Gravity

The  inadequately supported  roof  conditions were present
at  the  track entry used by the miners  as a means of  travel to
and  from their  work  stations.     Under  the circumstances,   the
work crews were exposed to  the  hazard of a roof fall,  particu-
larly  at the  location where water was  dripping from the
fractured roof  at the 19+00 location.      In  view of  these condi-
tions,   I  conclude and find  that the violation was  serious.

Significant  and  Substantial Violation

Inspector Morrison believed  that  the violation was  signi-
ficant and substantial because  the sagging roof,  with water
dripping  from factures,   indicated the existence of  serious
roof problems,   including the reasonable  likelihood of a roof
failure  or  fall.     Since  the areas were  heavily travelled,   he
concluded that a roof  fall or failure would result in perma-
nently disabling  injuries.     Given the fact that the mine  hasf conditions which exist in the mine, ?ne may also con
